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9.2 Supporting an SRP Evaluation

The designated Mapping Partner should be prepared to provide FEMA with the data used to
generate the relevant flood hazards, the contesting data submitted by the community during the
90-day appeal period, and any correspondence between FEMA, the designated Mapping
Partner, and the community. The information should include specific sections of the Technical
Support Data Notebook used to determine proposed flood hazards relevant to the appeal or
challenge and a summary of the issue.

The designated Mapping Partner may also support FEMA in any requests from the panel for
clarifications or for an oral presentation on the submitted data when it is deemed necessary.

9.3 SRP Outcomes and Recommendations

The panel must present its written report to the community and FEMA within 90 days of being
convened, and that report will be used by the FEMA Administrator for making the final
determination. A panel determination must be in favor of either FEMA or the community on each
distinct element of the dispute, and the panel may not offer any alternative determination as a
resolution. In the case of a dispute submitted by the community on behalf of an owner or lessee
of real property in the community, the panel determination must be in favor of FEMA, the
community, or the owner/lessee on each distinct element of the dispute.

If changes to the FIRMs are recommended in the panel's determination, and FEMA elects to
implement the panel’s determination, FEMA and the designated Mapping Partner should:

o For a FlobdRiLRCPrBfRIE RRPRAC NS BEPRREH e EHARJEEERES #MBlised preliminary

FIRM and, if appropriate, FIS Report, and issue a resolution letter prior to issuing an
LFD.

e For a LOMR, incorporate the changes into a revised LOMR determination that will serve
as the final resolution to the appeal. The LOMR 116 Letter will then be distributed to
notify the community that all appeals have been resolved and the LOMR is effective. The
effective date on the originally issued LOMR may need to be modified as a result.

Once the SRP provides its determination and FEMA'’s resolution letter is issued to implement
the recommendations, the SRP recommendations are binding on all appellants and not subject
to judicial review.

If the FEMA Administrator elects not to accept the panel’s findings, the Administrator will issue a
written justification within 60 days of receiving the report from the SRP. Under these
circumstances, the appellants maintain their right to appeal FEMA'’s final determination to the
appropriate federal district court.

The panel’s report will be made public at www.floodsrp.org/panels/. The panel’s report and the
Administrator’s final determination should be added to the community’s FEDD file by the
designated Mapping Partner along with all other correspondence between FEMA and the
community. The FEDD file will contain the information described in 44 CFR Section 67.3 to
show that FEMA has provided due process to communities impacted by new or updated flood
hazard information.
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